APPENDIX I
with the Company's transport arrangements, consignments of wool from
Kirman to Gombroon being greatly delayed owing to the lack of camels and
mules.
In February, 1742, Taqi Khan gave fresh proofs of his dishonesty. The
Company had, shortly before, delivered two vessels to the Government,
for which it had received 8,000 tomans on account; another 1,300 tomans,
remained to be paid. Taqi Khan privately requested the Company not only
to forgo any further payment, but to give him a receipt (to be forwarded
to Nadir) for 10,000 tomans. As the Agent considered that a complaint to
Nadir would not only be useless,1 but would merely result in arousing the
Beglarbegi's enmity, he compromised by agreeing to receive another 800
tomans and to waive all claim to the remaining 500.2
The attempt by certain members of the Russia Company (see Part II of
this Appendix) to establish themselves in Northern Persia and to secure a
share of the trade in woollen goods, caused the East India Company to take
up the challenge, and it sent two European factors to Isfahan in the early
summer of 1742, to reopen the factory there on the former basis.3 It was.
also proposed to open a factory at Mashhad, but this project was not approved
by the London management.
Peirson, the new Resident at Isfahan, sent Hennet to the Shah's camp
in July, 1743, in order to make a further attempt to secure the renewal of the
Company's privileges; this step was taken partly because of the endeavours
of the Russia Company merchants to secure privileges from the Shah. When
Hermet reached the camp, he was interviewed by^ Mirza Mahdi, who said that
it would not only be useless, but also most injudicious for him to appear before
Nadir unless he could make him a suitable present. When he found that
Hermet was not in a position to make any present to the Shah, he advised him.
to return to Isfahan; although Hennet offered Mirza Mahdi 100 tomans,
the latter refused to take any action, and he was honest enough not to take the
bribe.4
The 'Oman campaign, by reason of the requisitioning of supplies and heavy-
taxation which it occasioned, had a bad effect upon trade in southern Persia.
The revolt of Taqi Khan in 1744 caused a further set-back to trade. It is
stated in the Gombroon Diwf that the Dutch, in concert with the Shahbandar
of Gombroon, drew up and sent to Nadir a document charging the East India,
Company with complicity in Taqi Khan's revolt. The Agent, on the old.
" tu quoque " principle, retaliated by making a counter-diarge against the
Dutch,
Trading conditions were most unfavourable during the concluding years,
of Nadir's reign, as his extortionate ways became more burdensome than.
1 Nadir's toleration of Taqi Khan's misdemeanours was remarkable. It is stated in the Gombroon
Diary (i3th/24th March, 1742) that it was discovered, after Taqi Khan's dismissal from his,
post in 1740, that he had embezzled 1,500 tomans. On this matter being reported to Nadir,
he merely ordered Taqi Khan to pay up the sum in question,
»Gombroon Diary, 2oth February/srd March, 1742. See also Otter, Vol. II, pp. 162-3 (he gives,
however, an incomplete account of this incident, as he was not in possession of all the facts).
* See the reference, in the Gombroon Diary of the 6th/i 7th August, 1743, to Peirson's letter fronii
Isfahan of the i6th/27th July.
4 Gombroon Diary, 2oth/3ist December, ^1743.
« TMd.. ioth/2ist April, 1744.

